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My statement will briefly be directed to three points:
1  - The  purpose  of  this  group  as  visualized  by  its
founding fathers.
2  - What  we  have  learned  about  methodology  as  it
applies to Indiana.
3  - What we have accomplished  in Indiana.
Purpose
Thirty-nine  years  ago  this summer  M.  L.  Wilson,  then Director  of
Federal  Extension and active in agricultural policy, with the coopera-
tion  of  Frank  Peck  of the Farm  Foundation  called  a conference  in
Washington,  D.C.  on the subject  Educational  Work on Public Policy
Problems  and  Their  Relationship  to Agriculture.  He  invited to that
conference  18  land  grant economists,  16  from  his federal  extension
staff,  four  representatives  from  the  BAE,  including  Oris  Wells  and
O.  C.  Stine  and  six  consultants.  The  consultants  included John  D.
Black  of Harvard,  Charles M. Harden of Chicago,  and 0.  B. Jesness of
Minnesota.
That  group  set  forth  the  purpose  of  public  policy  educational
work, which I think has stood the test of time.
The objectives were to develop in individuals:
(1)  - An active interest in public policy problems.
(2)  - An  understanding  of  the  facts  and the principles  involved.
(3)  - The ability to make judgments on public policy issues on the
basis  of a critical examination  of the evidence  and logical thinking.
(4)  - A  desire  and ability to participate  effectively  in the solution
of these problems.
Please note that the entire emphasis  was on improving the capabili-
ties of the individual in this area of knowledge.
Methodology
In the beginning,  five  approaches  to policy work were considered,
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demonstrated  to  us  in  Indiana  that this approach,  the presentation
of  the  problem,  the  alternative  solutions  and  the  consequences  of
each,  leaving  to  the  public  the job of appraising  the policies  in the
light of their own values has best stood the test of time.
We  have  learned  from  experience  that you need  some  creditable
public  body  to  justify  why  you  choose  to  carry  out  educational
public  policy  in certain of the most controversial  areas. For example,
a number  of years  ago  when  the wheat referendum  was held, we got
the  opposing  parties  to  agree  on  the  presentation.  However,  we
were  later  challenged  on  why  we  made  this  a  policy  educational
issue.
We  have  learned  that we  can  be most effective  if we  strike  when
the iron  or problem  is hot enough to generate interest, but not at the
white  heat  after  the  opposing  forces  have  drawn  up  their  guns.
We  have  found  that a person presenting public policy information
must  strive  for  objectivity,  even  though  we  recognize  that  he  can
never  be  fully  objective.  The  public  is  very  discerning of whether an
individual  is striving for objectivity.
There  has  been  one  problem  for  which  we  have  not  found  an
answer.  If  an  individual  is  doing  both  public  policy  education  and
research  in  an  area,  he  gets  tagged  as  being  for  the  solution  he  is
researching.  I  hope  some  of you can  give  us  a satisfactory  answer to
this problem.
Accomplishments
After these  39 years we now have the politicians, both Democratic
and  Republican,  and  the  citizens  coming to Purdue  for information
in  the  public  policy  area  as  when  they  used  to  come  with  a corn-
growing problem.  In other words we now have credability  in this area.
We  now  have  a  university-wide  center  for poviding  public  policy
courses  to  all  schools  in  the university.  The  alternative-consequence
approach  to  public  policy  issues  has  now  spread  to  other  staff
members and to the administration  of the university.
We  have  had  for the last 20  years  a statewide  Agricultural  Policy
Study  Committee  of some  30  leading  farmers,  of both  parties,  who
have  met at least  twice  a  year and made recommendations  on public
issues affecting agriculture.
We  have  a  statewide  committee  of citizens,  not agency  represen-
tives,  set up by the  governor  and  serviced  by an extension  commun-
ity  development  person  to  consider  the community public problems
affecting the rural people of Indiana.
We  have  decreased  frustrations  and  speeded up decisions in public
policy  by  decreasing  the  number  of  fruitless roads  citizens  have to
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that  we  have  been  creative  enough  at  times  to  have  improved  the
decision just a little.
The  other  49  states  have  had  varying  levels  of  accomplishment,
which  in  total  must  have  been  substantial.  In  addition,  there  have
been  the  accomplishments  of  the  national,  the  regional,  and  the
special committees.
If  M.  L.  Wilson  and Frank  Peck  were  to evaluate  our accomplish-
ments  over  the  years  I  believe  they would  be  mildly  pleased at  our
progress.
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